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CUELLAR and PETERSON
3 gyeas > to

Messrs.
changed their vote from
“na,y.”

So the previous question was ordered.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 233, noes 186,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 82]

The

AYES—233
Abraham Flores Massie
Aderholt Fortenberry Mast
Allen Foxx McCarthy
Amash Franks (AZ) McCaul
Amodei Frelinghuysen McClintock
Arrington Gaetz McHenry
Babin Gallagher McKinley
Bacon Garrett McMorris
Banks (IN) Gibbs Rodgers
Barletta Gohmert McSally
Barr Goodlatte Meadows
Barton Gosar Meehan
Bergman Gowdy Messer
Biggs Granger Mitchell
Bilirakis Graves (GA) Moolenaar
Bishop (MI) Graves (LA) Mooney (WV)
Bishop (UT) Graves (MO) Mullin
Black Griffith Murphy (PA)
Blackburn Grothman Newhouse
Blum Guthrie Noem
Bost Harper Nunes
Brady (TX) Harris Olson
Brat Hartzler Palazzo
Bridenstine Hensarling Palmer
Brooks (AL) Herrera Beutler ~ Paulsen
Brooks (IN) Hice, Jody B. Pearce
Buchanan Higgins (LA) Perry
Buck Hill Pittenger
Bucshon Holding Poliquin
Budd Hollingsworth Posey
Burgess Hudson Ratcliffe
Byrne Huizenga Reed
Calvert Hultgren Reichert
Carter (GA) Hunter Renacci
Carter (TX) Hurd Rice (SC)
Chabot Issa Roby
Cheney Jenkins (KS) Roe (TN)
Coffman Jenkins (WV) Rogers (AL)
Cole Johnson (LA) Rogers (KY)
Collins (GA) Johnson (OH) Rohrabacher
Collins (NY) Johnson, Sam Rokita
Comer Jones Rooney, Francis
Comstock Jordan Rooney, Thomas
Conaway Joyce (OH) J.
Cook Katko Ros-Lehtinen
Costello (PA) Kelly (MS) Roskam
Cramer Kelly (PA) Ross
Crawford King (IA) Rothfus
Culberson King (NY) Rouzer
Curbelo (FL) Kinzinger Royce (CA)
Davidson Knight Russell
Davis, Rodney Kustoff (TN) Rutherford
Denham Labrador Sanford
Dent LaHood Scalise
DeSantis LaMalfa Schweikert
DesdJarlais Lamborn Scott, Austin
Diaz-Balart Lance Sensenbrenner
Donovan Latta Sessions
Duffy Lewis (MN) Shimkus
Duncan (SC) LoBiondo Shuster
Duncan (TN) Long Simpson
Dunn Loudermilk Smith (MO)
Emmer Love Smith (NE)
Farenthold Lucas Smith (NJ)
Faso Luetkemeyer Smith (TX)
Ferguson MacArthur Smucker
Fitzpatrick Marino Stefanik
Fleischmann Marshall Stewart

Stivers
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Trott
Turner
Upton
Valadao

Adams
Aguilar
Barragan
Bass
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Blumenauer
Blunt Rochester
Bonamici
Boyle, Brendan
F.
Brady (PA)
Brown (MD)
Brownley (CA)
Bustos
Butterfield
Capuano
Carbajal
Cardenas
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Correa
Costa
Courtney
Crist
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Demings
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F.
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Espaillat
Esty
Evans
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge

Beatty
Chaffetz
Cooper
Hastings
Jackson Lee

Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams

NOES—186

Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gonzalez (TX)
Gottheimer
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hanabusa
Heck
Higgins (NY)
Himes
Hoyer
Huffman
Jayapal
Jeffries
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Khanna
Kihuen
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Krishnamoorthi
Kuster (NH)
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lawson (FL)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham,
M.
Lujan, Ben Ray
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn B.
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McEachin
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal

Marchant
Mulvaney
Poe (TX)

Price, Tom (GA)

Rush
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Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Zeldin

Nolan
Norcross
O’Halleran
O’Rourke
Pallone
Panetta
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rosen
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sinema
Slaughter
Soto
Speier
Suozzi
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—13

Sires
Smith (WA)
Zinke

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
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RESIGNATIONS AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
AND COMMITTEE ON SMALL
BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tions as a member of the Committee on
the Judiciary and the Committee on
Small Business:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, February 7, 2017.
Hon. PAUL RYAN,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER RYAN: Given my appoint-
ment to the House Committee on Ways and
Means, I hereby resign from the House Judi-
ciary Committee. I also submit my resigna-
tion from the Committee on Small Business
as a permanent member.

Sincerely,
JuDpy CHU, Ph.D.,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignations are accept-
ed.

There was no objection.

ELECTING MEMBERS TO CERTAIN
STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I
offer a privileged resolution and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 95

Resolved, That the following named Mem-
bers be and are hereby elected to the fol-
lowing standing committees of the House of
Representatives:

(1) COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES.—Mr.
O’Halleran and Mr. Suozzi.

(2) COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET.—Ms. Jack-
son Lee and Ms. Schakowsky.

(3) COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY.—Mr.
Schneider.

(4) COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES.—
Mr. Clay.

(5) COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERN-
MENT REFORM.—Mr. Welch, Mr. Cartwright,
and Mr. DeSaulnier.

(6) COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY.—Mr. McNerney, Mr. Perl-
mutter, Mr. Tonko, Mr. Foster, Mr. Takano,
Ms. Hanabusa, and Mr. Crist.

(7) COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS.—Ms.
Clarke of New York, Ms. Judy Chu of Cali-
fornia, Ms. Adams, and Mr. Espaillat.

(8) COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS.—MTr.
Sablan, Ms. Esty, and Mr. Peters.

(9) COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS.—Ms.
Judy Chu of California.

Mr. CROWLEY (during the reading).
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the resolution be considered as
read and printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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DISAPPROVING RULE SUBMITTED
BY DEPARTMENT OF THE INTE-
RIOR RELATING TO BUREAU OF
LAND MANAGEMENT REGULA-
TIONS

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to House Resolution 91, I call up the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 44) dis-
approving the rule submitted by the
Department of the Interior relating to
Bureau of Land Management regula-
tions that establish the procedures
used to prepare, revise, or amend land
use plans pursuant to the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 91, the joint
resolution is considered read.

The text of the joint resolution is as
follows:

H.J. REs. 44

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Congress dis-
approves the rule submitted by the Bureau of
Land Management of the Department of the
Interior relating to ‘‘Resource Management
Planning”’ (published at 81 Fed. Reg. 89580
(December 12, 2016)), and such rule shall have
no force or effect.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming (Ms. CHENEY)
and the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and insert
extraneous material on H.J. Res. 44.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming?

There was no objection.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, BLM Planning 2.0 is yet
one more example of Obama-era Fed-
eral Government overreach. It takes
authority away from people in local
communities, in my home State of Wy-
oming, and all across the West. It
takes authority away from our elected
representatives at a local level, and it
puts Washington bureaucrats in charge
of decisions that influence and impact
our lives.

It significantly dilutes cooperating
agency status, and it discounts input
from those who are closest to our land
and our resources. BLM 2.0 is an exam-
ple of the midnight rulemaking that we
saw that was so rampant in the Obama
administration. In fact, it is an abuse
of that rulemaking process.

By statute, Mr. Speaker, the BLM is
supposed to manage our public lands
for multiple use and for sustained
yield, but instead we have seen consist-
ently throughout the last 8 years the
Obama administration doing every-
thing possible to deny all human use of
our public lands.
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This rulemaking isn’t based on the
language of the statute that underlies
it. It is based, rather, on policy pref-
erences that have been expressed in
memos and in various studies. The
rulemaking takes another step in im-
posing a brand new mitigation formula
that essentially is a land grab by a
Federal agency that would put even
more land under the control of Wash-
ington bureaucrats.

Despite the fact that these agencies
are required to consider costs as they
impose regulations, BLM 2.0 was im-
posed not only using cost estimates
that are clearly wrong, but, in fact, it
removed all reference to looking at the
devastating impact that this rule has
on our local economies across the
West.

This rule takes away authority and
power from those who know best how
to manage our lands and how to man-
age our resources. In fact, it opens up
our planning process to such an extent
that we could have foreign, nongovern-
mental organizations having just as
much say in how we manage our land
and resources as the very stake-
holders—the ranchers, the farmers
across Wyoming and the West, and the
people that they have elected to speak
for them.

In short, Mr. Speaker, this rule takes
authority away from those who know
best what we need to do to manage and
sustain our resources, and it puts it in
the hands of the Federal Government
and bureaucrats here in Washington,
D.C.

Repealing 2.0 using the Congressional
Review Act will help to restore the
voices and input. It will help to restore
democracy and help to restore author-
ity to our local communities.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to face the
facts. Congressional Republicans do
not value our Nation’s public lands the
way everyday Americans do. I know
this because they opened the 115th Con-
gress by adopting a rules package that
makes it easier to sell our national
parks and national forests to the high-
est bidder without pesky budget rules
getting in the way. That was just a
start.

Last week, they voted to gut clean
water and clean air protections in coal
country, suspended a rule requiring oil
companies to disclose payments made
to foreign governments, and pulled a
plug on a waste prevention regulation
that would have saved money and im-
proved air quality.

Today, their assault on the environ-
ment and our public land continues
with this misguided effort to scrap the
Bureau of Land Management’s effort to
update its planning rule. This resolu-
tion targets what is commonly known
as Planning 2.0, an initiative to make
public land management more trans-
parent and efficient by enhancing op-
portunities for public input and uti-
lizing actual science.
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The American public does not sup-
port erasing this new planning rule,
and they certainly don’t support the
broad antipublic land agenda being
pushed by the Republicans.

Our constituents are sick of seeing
corporate interests, especially big pol-
luters, come first. They do not want
their national parks and cherished nat-
ural places turned over to industrial
polluters. We have seen this in the
massive response to the Dakota Access
pipeline, heartbreak over what hap-
pened in Flint, Michigan, and the mil-
lions of people who marched worldwide
on the first full day of this new admin-
istration.

Just last week, we saw how much
Americans truly value their public
land. After a prominent Republican in-
troduced a bill to sell off more than 3
million acres of taxpayer-owned land,
thousands of people picked up the
phone and called their Representatives
to express their outrage. Because of
that passion and deep concern, the
sponsor of that bill has vowed to with-
draw it from consideration for the first
time in five Congresses.

This is an important story because it
speaks to our constituents’ true prior-
ities. They sent us here to be respon-
sible stewards of their special places.
They sent us here to protect their na-
tional parks and public lands. They
sent us here to make government work
for them.

This resolution fails on all those
tests.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. CHENEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. BISHOP), the chairman of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to speak on this different
kind of rule. It is basically a rule defin-
ing a rule that defines future activity.
So it is somewhat convoluted.

But this is a regulation—one more of
those broad, midnight regulations—
that affects 250 million acres of land,
almost all of which is found in the
West. Even in my own district, it will
affect 3 million acres of land; that
means something that is bigger than
the State of Delaware and Rhode Island
combined. It affects us with disastrous
consequences. As has been said, this di-
lutes local and State voices and cen-
tralizes power here in Washington, D.C.

By law already, the agencies have got
to meet with local and State leaders
and coordinate, which they are not
doing well. This undermines that spe-
cifically, and it stacks the deck from
the very beginning against counties
and State voices and against multiple
use.

This puts special interest groups
above elected local officials, which is
not the way it was ever intended to be.
There are 60 different organizations
that are begging us to repeal this bad
rule.

In my district, the Duchesne County
Commissioners wrote us to say:
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